Introduction
The study of collective memory and changing national memory cultures in post-socialist Perhaps there is no other prominent author in twentieth-century Hungarian literature who has been so unfairly plagued with forgetfulness as Cécile Tormay, all as the result of a very "successful" cultural policy. Indeed, she should be placed among the greatest of our writers since until fairly recently she was the closest to being worthy of the Nobel Prize for Literature, which was not attained only due to her early death. person, Tormay's book spoke on behalf the Hungarian gentry and privileged classes whose former existence and power was wiped away by the Communists. 7 And considering the prevailing fears of the ruling classes across Europe about the spread of the "Communist
Menace," we can understand why Tormay's book was well received not only in Hungary but also abroad. 24 In this climate, the memories of Cécile Tormay and the interwar era she represented remained latent in mainstream politics.
Political changes brought an end to the six-decade long silencing of Tormay's memory.
Tormay, whose Bujdosó könyv had become a seminal work for members of the former national socialist émigrés living in the West, from the late 1990s was also becoming a household name within the incipient radical right in Hungary. 25 However, it was not until following the political 33 This was all about to change as the new government, fuelled by the far right and its Christian Democratic coalition partner, set out to introduce major reinterpretations of the history of the interwar era. 34 Aided by government friendly conservative and populist critics and historians such as Mária Schmidt or László
Tőkéczki, both democratic and communist revolutions of 1918-9 were portrayed in a purely negative light. 35 In addition, they also stressed the historical responsibility of the Arrow Cross
Party and the Hungarian far right more generally in the Holocaust. 36 Making the far left and far right responsible for all historical ills there could be a comprehensive effort to reclaim the Horthy regime as a popular and effective one with successful social and economic policies. 37 Cécile Tormay's works would lend themselves to all of these efforts.
As part of a 2010 government sponsored public campaign there were no less than Magyar Nemzet commented on the occasion of the (re)publication of Tormay's works:
The undeservedly forgotten Cécile Tormay became the target of left-wing liberalism, which even in the Horthy era conveyed a powerful influence, because in her two-part novel, "Bujdosó könyv," [An Outlaw's Diary], Tormay unveiled the treason of Mihály Károlyi, the Aster Revolution's anti-Hungarian, antinationalist nature, and the horrors of the Soviet Republic. The contemporary press of the left, with practices that were similar to the current media's, portrayed Tormay's personal life in a despicable humiliating way chasing the writer suffering from heart disease to her death. Few people are aware today, that Cécile Tormay was not only nominated for the Nobel Prize, but in fact was awarded this highest literary recognition in the world in 1937. It was only her death in April of 1937 and the strict rules of the Noble Prize [against posthumous awards] that stopped her from receiving it. 41 As this paragraph attests, gone were the subtleties of the 1990s, now the right launched a frontal attack. They openly demanded not only the reexamination of Hungarian history but also its reinterpretation. Tormay in these accounts appears not simply as a writer who had been unjustly shelved because of her politics but a writer who was also a legitimate voice in interpreting the history of 1918 and 1919. Her new proponents, with the words of an article in Magyar Nemzet, believed that in Tormay a forgotten "authentic Hungarian voice" had been rediscovered. 42 Most public media channels, which were now under government control celebrated the reemergence of Tormay and her works not just as the unearthing of a forgotten heroine but also cast her as someone whose life accomplishments and works had moral resonance for present and future generations. 43 As one of the chief journalists in Magyar Nemzet suggested it was time to focus on the positive aspects of Hungarian history and create a usable past within which future generations could find positive ideas and role models. living in the pre-Trianon borders. 49 The target audience was all Hungarians including Hungarian speaking minorities abroad; the aim was to "strengthen national self-esteem." 50 Accordingly, in order to restore Hungarian self-esteem it was important to identify and resurrect "appropriate"
historical heroes who would reinvigorate national pride. In the words of Imre Kerényi, the Prime-ministerial Commissioner for the series "the heroes" were selected to be representative of "those who not simply wrote lyrical poetries, but also actually did something in order to raise the nation after Trianon." 51 These true heroes, like Cécile Tormay, were to symbolize defiant strength and the patriotic resilience of Hungarians.
From 2010 onwards, the atmosphere was ripe for looking for new villains and rehabilitating historical figures from the interwar conservative era that during the pro-European Union times had been too controversial to touch. The Fidesz led government became the first Hungarian government that openly expressed hostility against the EU (in terms of its economic austerity and minority policies) and put internal national concerns ahead of European integration.
The right capitalized on, and by an aggressive media campaign further fuelled, anti-EU sentiments that had been steadily growing since 2008. 52 Like most places in the former Eastern Block, people faced growing economic hardship, a shrinking social net, and a growing disillusionment with politics and the European Union. On the international scene, Prime
Minister Viktor Orbán was aggressively working on "reinstating Hungary's autonomy" vis-à-vis the powerful decision makers of the EU and encouraged other small member states to do the same. 53 His efforts raised alarm on the international scene and commentators highlighted his arrogant personality along with his party's (Fidesz) nationalistic, and undemocratic politics. 54 At home however, his fight, which was portrayed as one of "David vs. Goliath", proved popular among Hungarians. 
Remembering and Constructing Gender
Restoring honour into the Hungarian public consciousness notwithstanding, it was no accident that Tormay was so warmly embraced. Her conservative ideas about the specific responsibilities of men and women in serving their country also lent itself to Fidesz's goal of restoring "the sanctity" of Hungarian families. As the government was rewriting the Hungarian constitution to legally enshrine and define family as a heterosexual marriage with children, the resurrection of Tormay's interwar ideas about the preeminence of the collective over the individual could not have been timelier. 59 In Tormay's view, women in Hungary until World War I enjoyed a sheltered and fulfilling life in the home. During the upheavals of the war women were employed in unprecedented numbers in previously "male" occupations and contributed to the war efforts. However, according to Tormay it was time to return to their homes, as it was there, where Hungarian women would become members of the counterrevolution. Thus, ironically, very unlike Tormay herself who was unmarried and had a visible public profile, she believed that women should help to reclaim Christian Hungary only by providing moral support to their husbands at home. What Christian Hungary required from women, according to Tormay, was "the Holy Trinity for which we are meant to stand: a Christian and patriotic policy, the integrity of the country, and the sanctity of the family." 
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In this context, Tormay's message, which prescribed deference to authority, devoutness to the church, the sanctity of marriage, and the importance of having children, proved as timely as ever.
Thus, Tormay's twenty-first century renaissance was intimately tied to the institutionalization of a new and conservative perspective on gender and family. A further testament to this came as in March 2012 when a bust was erected in Budapest commemorating Tormay as one of the "Greatest Hungarian Women." 64 As Sándor Lezsák, Fidesz MP and vice president of the parliament who unveiled the bust noted, "while oeuvres can be silenced for decades, their values will always win new existence, as is happening with all of Tormay's works." 65 The commemoration received national media attention. The public media, which the governing party Fidesz controlled along with centre-right news sources, celebrated and praised the occasion.
Tormay's Critics and her Descent
The occasion of the unveiling of Tormay's bust also marked a pivotal moment in the opposition to Tormay's rehabilitation. Although there had been critical voices about the (re)emergence of Tormay prior, the physical memorialization galvanized the political left, liberal, civil, Jewish, and even lgbtq organizations who criticized the erecting of a public monument to a writer who was so virulently antisemitic and expressed concerns about the repercussions of such an act. 66 Antisemitism was only one of talking points that critics raised about Tormay. Her admiration of fascism was another one. Critics who opposed her official idolization, also frequently cited Tormay's statement, "I was a fascist before Mussolini ever appeared on the horizon." 67 They argued that even if Tormay did not live to see the catastrophic outcome of her fascist ideology that should not serve as an excuse for her views. Finally, across oppositionists, with the exception of the lgbtq organizations, people commented on Tormay's alleged homosexuality underscoring the irony of conservatives erecting a statue to a "known" homosexual woman. 68 All of these voices expressed concerns, akin to those in an article in the liberal weekly Magyar Narancs, that by commemorating Tormay as "one of the greatest Hungarians" without taking into consideration her personal and political views implied their dismissal as significant issues, or even worse, the legitimatization of Tormay's fascist, irredentist, and antisemitic views.
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In the autumn of 2012, a month after her bust was erected Tormay once again became the centre of a nationwide controversy. This time however, the stakes were much higher. In its efforts to centralize power and (re)instill conservative nationalist values Fidesz appointed loyalists to major cultural organizations such as the National Theatre as well as to important academic institutions and organizations. 70 The subsequent national debate over the inclusion of Tormay that played out on all media channels was representative of deep schisms about the historical memory of interwar Hungary.
As a journalist in the Népszabadság, the largest socialist daily poignantly noted, "thinking in terms of the nation, the pain of Trianon and the possibility of revaluation of the Horthy era stirs emotional tides in many people. The Hungarian audience is looking for a stable national identity." 73 Consequently, even critics of Fidesz and the far right recognized that the appeal of Tormay and her works lay in offering a vision of a powerful Hungary with a clear moral and social order. For the right, reintroducing the works of interwar writers was a question of historical equity, a long overdue correction of the historical biases of previous political regimes.
Importantly, they also spoke of a need of reviving the previously silenced era of Hungarian history because it would build the right kind of national character. 74 But the exact kind of national character they were thinking of was rather unclear. Considering the blatantly antisemitic and irredentist militant views of the writers to be included, for liberal and socialist critics it was evident that the new curriculum was to endorse an exclusionary, chauvinistic, and Both as a writer and a public figure Tormay was driven by racism and racist principles… As an ideologue and a propagator she played a large role in the establishment of the intellectual background and social embeddedness of the authoritarian regime… This is true despite the fact that she died in 1937, which means that she did not personally play a role in the totalitarian system [of the far right during World War II]. 87 The resolution concluded that under no circumstances should any public space be named after Tormay. Citing the resolution, the mayor of Budapest conceded and the plan to name public spaces after Tormay was dropped.
Despite receiving national media attention the incident itself represented a relatively minor political blow to Fidesz and the Mayor of Budapest. To all those disappointed in the outcome on the right, Fidesz could point to (and blame) the Academy of Science for the decision.
It was a two-fold win. In other words, the withdrawal of Tormay's name showed that despite international outcry to the contrary, cultural and scientific institutions were still independent and not under the thumb of the government. Simultaneously, Fidesz could demonstrate to its far right voters that it really did try to commemorate Tormay. The renaming saga was a much more significant event in terms of the ongoing cultural crusade to rehabilitate the interwar conservative has made it unmistakably clear that it has no intention of stopping rewriting of Hungarian history. 88 The glorification of the interwar Horthy era appears to march on. Ultimately, what was perhaps most surprising about the rehabilitation of Tormay was not that conservatives and especially the far right found her (along with many other interwar figures') antisemitic, irredentist, strong nationalist sentiments, and traditional gender views appealing and timely. Rather, what was surprising was that they did so without considering, or in fact in spite of, the details of Tormay's personal life, which represented everything conservatives and the far right were advocating against. Namely, a strong independent woman, who never married or had children, worked in a male profession and (as all historical evidence points to), was also a woman who desired those of her own sex. 90 Thus, while Tormay's writings and public work were well-suited to stand for advocating a family centred vision and traditional gender norms, her personal life fell noticeably short from the twenty-first century conservative and far right ideologies. Yet, despite a seeming discordancy between Tormay's personal life and the political platform of her twenty-first century revivers, she was unconditionally embraced. In part we can account for this by simply pointing out how both the right and the far right claimed ignorance or dismissed questions about Tormay's personal life as irrelevant or a smear campaign by political opposition. Focusing exclusively on her literary works and public persona moreover made both Tormay's gender as well as her sexuality irrelevant to their goals. It was in fact precisely because they ignored Tormay's sexuality and gender that Tormay was able to become a usable figure. By disregarding that she was a woman she could occupy male (literary and public) spheres whereas by ignoring her (non-normative) sexuality she could stand for all women and speak for patriarchal policies and views.
Placing these approaches in the history of gender and sexuality and in particular in the history of official approaches to non-normative sexuality reveals how these twenty-first century and liberal side were just as comfortable using sexual orientation for political purposes as those on the right. Serving political purposes aside, the treatment of Tormay's sexuality reflects the enduring homophobia and sexism of the mainstream press. An illustrative example of this is an opinion piece in the socialist daily, Nèpszabadság from 2012, where the author, a former high school teacher László Rab discusses why it would be counterproductive to insert a woman "who stole the wife of a man" into classroom discussions. How uncomfortable it would be Rab opines, "for the teachers to have to explain to 16 year olds that they are reading a book of a woman who desired her own sex and to explain details about how she pursued women!" 92 Ultimately, considering Tormay's sexual history Rab questioned how society could realistically expect boys to pay attention to the literary qualities of Tormay. In other words, he assumed that discussing an author who pursued love with her own sex would be too distracting. Rab's piece reveals how Tormay's assumed homosexuality could be problematic across the political spectrum.
As for Tormay's sexuality, the case's legacy as a part of the history of (homo)sexuality has yet to be claimed. On one hand, strict contemporary silencing by the Horthy regime along with the subsequent silencing of non-normative sexualities by the post Word War II communist regime pose a considerable (although by no means impossible) burden to reconstruct and interpret the sexuality of Tormay. On the other hand, the fact that even the lbgtq community has not embraced Tormay is in no small part due to Tormay's politics. Tormay's antisemitic, fascist, and irredentist beliefs until recently made her too controversial to be commemorated as a foremother for Hungarian lesbians. 
